Commets of Reviewer #2

[ General Comment | The article is an interesting study and is of current interest in the field of
acoustics. This is a worthwhile piece of research in terms of technical aspects and addresses some
important aspects in acoustic theory. The simulations seem to be valid and significant to understand
the research. However, the article is poorly drafted, losing the actual essence of the investigation made
in it. Therefore, 1 would suggest revising the article thoroughly thereby improving the presentation
considerably.

Response: Thank you very much for agreeing with us to the intention of this manuscript. We have
read your comments carefully and tried our best to address them one by one, especially in presentation.
We went through the entire manuscript to eliminate grammar and spelling mistakes. We hope that the
manuscript has been improved towards your standards after this revision. (because the language and
grammar have been greatly revised, most of the text is highlighted, but the theme and core of the article
have not been modified)

| Comment 1 | The first sentence of abstract is incomplete. This shows a careless attitude while
drafting the article. Further, the abstract lacks consistency and precision in terms of its contents. I
would suggest to completely revise the abstract with a brief statement about the purpose and scope of
the study, describe the research methods used and provide a summary of the results by keeping it
concise and to the point, typically between 150 and 250 words. Also, use clear and concise language,
avoiding technical jargon and abbreviations whenever possible and to be sure that the abstract
accurately reflects the content of the article. Remember, the abstract is often the first thing readers will
see, so it's important to make it engaging and informative.

Response: Thank you for your feedback. We have taken your comments into consideration and have
revised the abstract to address the issues you raised. The revised abstract provides a clear statement
about the purpose and scope of our study, describes the research methods we used, and summarizes
the results in a concise and precise manner. We have also ensured that the language used is clear and
that the abstract accurately reflects the content of our article. We understand the importance of the
abstract as the first point of contact with the reader, and we have strived to make it engaging and
informative. We hope the revised abstract meets your expectations and thank you again for your
valuable feedback.

[ Comment 2 | In keywords, adopt the uniform format setting, e, g; to Capitalize Each Word.
Response: Thank you for your feedback. We have revised the keywords section to adopt the uniform
format setting by capitalizing each word, as you suggested. We appreciate your valuable input and
hope that the revised manuscript meets your expectations.



[ Comment 3 | At various parts of the article, it appears that the font and format are varied
unnecessarily. It is important to use a consistent format and font size throughout the article.

Response: Thanks for your kind reminder. We have carefully reviewed the article and have made
necessary revisions to ensure a consistent format and font size throughout the manuscript. We have
standardized the font size of the main text to 10.5 point and also made the titles and subtitles consistent.

[ Comment 4 | Conclusion section is very poorly drafted. This sounds like an abstract. When writing
the conclusion, avoid introducing new information or repeating information already covered in the
article. Instead, focus on providing a concise summary of the study's key findings and their significance.
Do discuss the implications and significance of the findings, including how they contribute to the
existing knowledge in the field. Also, address any limitations or weaknesses of the study, and suggest
areas for future research. Include an effective final statement that emphasizes the importance and
relevance of the study, and potentially its broader implications.
Response: Thanks for your comment. We have completely revised the conclusion section of the article
to address the issues you raised.
1. We have made sure to avoid introducing new information or repeating information
already covered in the article, and have provided a concise summary of the study's key
findings and their significance. 2. We have also discussed the implications and
significance of the findings, including how they contribute to the existing knowledge in
the field, as well as addressed the limitations or weaknesses of the study and suggested
areas for future research.
3. Finally, we have included an effective comparison that emphasizes the importance and
relevance of the study, and potentially its broader implications.
We appreciate your valuable feedback and hope the revised conclusion meets your expectations.

[ Comment 5 | Proofread the whole article carefully for grammar and spelling errors.
Response: Thank you very much for pointing this out. We have carefully proofread the entire article
for grammar and spelling errors and have made the necessary corrections.
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